








































































































































































































































  

        

 
 

         
    

   
 

   
 

 
 
 

 

 
 

     
   

 
 
  

  

      

Chapter Seven 

intentionally left blank due to sensitive information 

Figure 7-21. 

Table 7-6. Presence of Cortex on Debitage by Material 
Type, Lacuyers Site (19-BR-555). 

Material Without 
Cortex 

With 
Cortex 

Total % With 
Cortex 

Argillite 21 0 21 0 
Chert 9 0 9 0 
Felsite 1 0 1 0 
Granitic 4 0 4 0 
Jasper 1 0 1 0 
Quartz 46 2 48 4 
Quartzite 4 0 4 0 
Rhyolite 20 0 20 0 

Total 106 2 108 2 
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Figure 7-22. 
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Figure 7-23. 

PAL Report No. 3075.03 115 



  

        

  

   

      

Chapter Seven 

intentionally left blank due to sensitive information 

Figure 7-24. 
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Figure 7-25. 
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Figure 7-26. 

A total of 39 auger tests/piston cores were used and one judgmental test pit (JTP-08) was excavated in 
artifact concentration areas and in the six remediation areas and associated 25-ft buffers. The six 
remediation areas were designated Remediation Areas A through F in the field for ease of documentation 
(Figure 7-27). The auger tests were arranged along linear transects at 8-m intervals or placed as judgmental 
auger tests (JAUs). Stratigraphic profiles at the Lawson Site varied by location, and are described separately 
by remediation area below. 

Artifact Concentration Area North of Remediation Area A 

Auger Transect H (AUG-H-01 through AUG-H-05) traversed a notable artifact concentration (north of 
Remediation Area A) recorded during JMA’s Stage IB archaeological survey of the NBHSS (see Figure 7-
27). This area consists of the open tidal flat and a low sandy rise vegetated with sparse low marsh grass 
(Spartina alterniflora) and contains an abandoned utility conduit (Figure 7-28). The artifact concentration 
is the densest of any documented at the site and the area where PAL recovered the Brewerton and Levanna 
points (Surface Finds 01 and 02) during the Phase II walkover of the Lawson Site. 
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Figure 7-27a. 
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Figure 7-27b. 
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Figure 7-28. 

Soil cores along the south end of the transect (AUG-H-01 and AUG-H-02) showed light olive brown (2.5Y 
5/3) coarse sand with a trace of silt overlying light yellowish brown (2.5Y 6/4) coarse sands that in AUG-
H-01 extended to 100 cmbs. The remaining auger tests showed brown (2.5Y 4/3) fine to coarse sand and 
gravel mottled with light olive brown (2.5Y 5/3) sand. This sand and gravel deposit was underlain by a very 
dark gray (10YR 3/1) organic marsh surface that overlay a dark gray (10YR 4/1) medium sandy silt with 
organics in auger tests AUG-H-04 and AUG-H-05. Sediments below the sand and gravel deposits in AUG-
H-03 were underlain by brown (10YR 4/3) fine to medium sands and grayish brown (10YR 5/2) fine to 
medium sand with a trace of silt (Figure 7-29). The fine to medium sandy deposits in AUG-H-03 are 
texturally similar to those documented below the buried marsh strata, which suggests that overlying marsh 
deposits were removed at the location of AUG-H-03. No cultural materials were recovered from the soil 
cores. 

In general, soil profiles consist of a coarse sand and gravel deposit overlying marsh deposits and subsoils. 
Buried marsh deposits were observed 45–90 cmbs (1.5–3 ftbs) in the auger tests. Sediments overlying the 
marsh zone possibly represent redeposited dredged sands or materials displaced during installation of the 
nearby abandoned utility conduit. The pre-contact cultural materials recovered from this section of the 
Lawson Site do not appear to have stratigraphic integrity because they were found on the surface of the 
redeposited material. 

Remediation Area A 

Eleven auger tests were sampled along three linear transects (Auger Transects AUG-A, B, and D) placed 
in open tidal flat and vegetated marsh areas within the remediation area and buffer zone designated as 
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Figure 7-30. 

Remediation Area A (see Figure 7-27 and Figure 7-30). Auger Transects AUG-A and AUG-B were situated 
within a tidal delta where a tidal channel drains across the open flat. Soil profiles from Auger Transect 
AUG-A were generally uniform consisting of a thin, very dark gray (10YR 3/1) medium to coarse sand that 
overlay a light yellowish brown (2.5Y 6/3) medium coarse sand to depths of up to 97 cmbs (Figure 7-31a). 
Auger Transect AUG-A sands were homogenous and lacked horizonation and appear to represent deflated 
glacial outwash sediments. 

Auger tests along Transect AUG-B were similar in appearance to those along Transect AUG-A with those 
closest to the tidal channel varying somewhat due to tidal reworking of sediments and accumulation of 
organics within the channel. AUG-B-04 located closest to the channel contained black (10YR 2/1) silty 
medium to coarse sand and organics overlying a dark gray (2.5Y 4/1) stratum of sandy clay before 
encountering refusal at 36 cmbs (1.2 ftbs). AUG-B-01 located on higher ground contained a surface beach 
sand deposit of grayish brown (2.5Y 5/2) medium to coarse sand overlying an olive brown (2.5Y 4/3) 
medium to coarse sand (Figure 7-31b and 7-31c). 

Auger tests along Transect AUG-D in the NBHSS salt marsh area were extremely variable. AUG-D-01 
consisted of a very dark grayish brown (2.5Y 3/2) medium to coarse sand surface deposit overlying an olive 
brown (2.5Y 4/3) medium to coarse sand (Figure 7-31d). AUG-D-02 contained a thin deposit of black (2.5Y 
2.5/1) organic peat/muck that overlay olive brown (2.5Y 4/3) medium to coarsely textured sands, which 
were underlain by a grayish green (GLEY 1 4/5G2) very fine sandy clay mottled with light greenish grey 
(GLEY 1 7/5GY) very fine sandy clay (Figure 7-31e). The homogenous sands in AUG-D-01 and 
AUG-D-02 likely reflect deflated basal outwash deposits. AUG-D-03 contained an olive brown (2.5Y 4/4) 
medium to coarse sand surface that likely represents a sandy overwash stratum possibly deposited during a 
significant storm event. This stratum overlays a yellowish red (5YR 4/6) deposit of coarse sand and gravel 
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that was underlain by disturbed deposits of olive brown (2.5Y 4/3) medium to coarse sand mottled with 
very dark gray (2.5Y 3/1) medium to coarse sand (Figure 7-31f). 

No artifacts were recovered from the Lawson Site Remediation Area A auger tests. The sediment profiles 
in the cores indicate either the presence of eroded or deflated basal outwash or sediments that have been 
extensively reworked by tidal processes. 

Artifact Concentration Between Remediation Areas A and B 

Auger Transect E (AUG-E-01 through AUG-E-04) and 50-x-50-cm judgmental test pit JTP-08 were 
excavated between Remediation Areas A and B near where the Phase IB walkover and subsurface 
archaeological testing yielded pre-contact cultural materials (see Chadwick and Klein 2003). Transect 
AUG-E was on the open tidal flat (Figure 7-32), and JTP-08 was on an elevated, near-upland setting next 
to a 2-x-4-m rock concentration that could represent remnants of a roasting platform (Figure 7-33). 

The soil profile in JTP-08 consisted of a homogenous and unhorizonated deposit of dark yellowish brown 
(10YR 3/4) medium to coarse sand that extended to 86 cmbs (2.8 ftbs) before terminating at the water table 
(Figure 7-34a). Core profiles from Transect AUG-E were uniform as a very dark gray (2.5Y 3/1) medium 
to coarse sand overlying light olive brown (2.5Y 5/3) medium to coarse sand to 83 cmbs (2.7 ftbs) before 
refusal (Figure 7-34b). 

Neither JTP-08 nor Transect AUG-E contained any pre-contact cultural materials. A cobble scatter adjacent 
to JTP-08 did not appear to be Native American but most likely represents either cobbles that have 
accumulated along the intertidal/supratidal contact swash zone through coastal processes or perhaps rip-rap 
deposited to curtail shoreline erosion along an approximately 50-m- (164 ft) long stretch of beach. 
Sediments exposed within JTP-08 and the auger tests are consistent with deflated and eroded basal outwash 
deposits or riverine sands. 

Remediation Area B 

Four core auger Transect AUG-C and judgmental auger tests JAU-01 and JAU-02 were placed within 
Remediation Area B (see Figure 7-27). Auger Transect AUG-C was located toward the north end of 
Remediation Area B near where PAL recovered three artifacts from the surface of the exposed tidal flat 
during Phase II walkover of the area. Recovered surface finds (Surface Finds 03, 10, and 11) consist of two 
quartz flakes and an untyped, Vosburg-like corner-notched projectile point of an unidentified igneous 
material (see Figure 7-26b). 

Transect AUG-C soil profiles varied. AUG-C-01 and AUG-C-02 appeared as a very dark gray (10YR 3/1) 
silty fine to coarse sand that overlay an olive brown (2.5Y 4/4) medium to coarse sand to 105 cmbs (3.4 
ftbs) (Figure 7-34c). AUG-C-03 and AUG-C-04 were located closer to the edge of the vegetated tidal marsh 
and exhibited more variable profiles, though both contained surficial very dark gray (2.5Y 3/1) organics-
rich medium to coarse sand peat-like deposits. Soils below the peat in AUG-C-03 consisted of very dark 
grayish brown (2.5Y 3/2) silty medium sand underlain by dark grayish brown (2.5Y 4/2) medium to coarse 
sand. In AUG-C-04, soils below the surficial peat consisted of dark olive brown (2.5Y 3/3) silty medium 
sand that capped a buried very dark gray (2.5Y 3/1) sand silt peat-like deposit that ws in turn underlain by 
a gray (5Y 5/1) medium to coarse sand to 50 cmbs (1.6 ftbs). Below this were possible A and B horizon 
soils consisting of a very dark grayish brown (2.5Y 3/3) silty fine to medium sand that transitioned to a 
dark grayish brown (2.5Y 4/2) silty fine to medium sand to 101 cmbs (3.3 ftbs) (see Figure 7-34d). 

JAU-01 and JAU-02 were located south of Transect AUG-C in the vegetated salt marsh elevated above the 
tidal flat (see Figure 7-27; Figure 7-35). JAU-01’s sediment profile consisted of a very dark gray (2.5Y 3/1) 
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Figure 7-32. 
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Figure 7-33. 
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Figure 7-35. 

organic and silty medium sand marsh surface that overlay a very dark grayish brown (2.5Y 3/2) silty 
medium to coarse sand. Soils underlying the sand zone consisted of an olive brown (2.5Y 4/4) coarse sand 
and gravel that in turn overlay a strong brown (7.5Y 4/6) coarse sand and a yellowish-brown (10YR 5/6) 
medium to coarse sand (see Figure 7-34e). JAU-02 contained the same two upper strata as seen in JAU-01 
prior to the core’s refusal at 56 cmbs (1.8 ftbs). 

None of the Remediation Area B auger tests yielded cultural materials. Auger coring and sampling within 
the vegetated marsh area indicated marsh sediments that overlie unsorted and variable sediment strata 
impacted by coastal processes, erosion, and shifting tide channels. Soils from Transect AUG-C along the 
tidal flat are consistent with riverine sand deposits. AUG-C-04 indicated the possible presence of 
horizonated soils below organic marsh deposits consistent with a formerly subaerially exposed land mass. 
However, the presence of the nearby artifacts on the deflated tidal flat surface consisting of riverine sands 
that stratigraphically overlie the possible buried paleosol indicate that any such buried land surface may 
represent a Pleistocene-aged deposit pre-dating human occupation of the area that is unassociated with the 
nearby surface finds. 

Remediation Area C 

Four core auger Transect AUG-F and judgmental auger test JAU-03 were placed within and adjacent to 
Remediation Area C (see Figure 7-27. Auger Transect AUG-F was placed on the open tidal flat near where 
a quartz core and flake (Surface Finds 08 and 09) were recovered during the site walkover (see Figure 7-
26d). Large metal sheet pilings were present along the open tidal flat at the location of the AUG-F piston 
cores (Figure 7-36). The augers from this transect extended up to 61 cmbs (2 ftbs) before refusal due to the 
coarse nature of the sediments. Transect AUG-F soil profiles were generally consistent. The uppermost 
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Figure 7-36. 

sediments consisted of an organic medium to coarse sand that ranged in color from dark grayish brown 
(2.4Y 4/2) to very dark gray (2.5Y 3/1). Underlying soils consisted of either a very dark grayish brown 
(2.5Y 3/2) medium to coarse sand or a dark grayish brown (2.5Y 4/2) coarse sand and gravel with organic 
inclusions. Below this deposit was a stratum of reddish brown (5YR 4/4) coarse sand and gravel in AUG-
F-04 (Figure 7-37a). The sediments appeared disturbed, which is most likely due to the installation of large 
metal sheet pilings adjacent to the transect (see Figure 7-36). 

JAU-03 was placed within the higher vegetated marsh and exhibited a different soil profile: a black (2.5Y 
2.5/1) organics-rich peat-like deposit to 17 cmbs (0.6 ftbs) overlaying a homogenous olive brown (2.5Y 
4/3) medium to coarse sand to 90 cmbs (3ftbs) before hitting refusal (see Figure 7-37b). No horizonated 
soils were observed in JAU-03; the soil strata were consistent with marsh development overlying eroded or 
deflated outwash or riverine sand deposits. No cultural materials were recovered from any of the 
Remediation Area C auger tests. 

Remediation Area D 

Judgmental auger test JAU-04 was excavated within Remediation Area D (see Figure 7-27). Surface Finds 
13 and 14 (one quartz utilized flake [see Figure 7-26e] and one quartz flake broken into two pieces) were 
recovered from the ground surface near JAU-04. The JAU-04 piston core was placed within the raised, 
vegetated marsh overlooking the tidal flat to the west (Figure 7-38). The soil profile from this auger test 
consisted of a single thick, black (2.5Y 2.5/1) peat and silty sand stratum that extended to 142 cmbs (4.7 
ftbs). The artifacts were recovered from coarse sands redeposited atop more recent peat development 
through high energy storm or tidal flooding and therefore lack contextual integrity. 
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Figure 7-38. 

Remediation Areas E and F 

Five core auger Transect AUG-G and judgmental auger cores JAU-05 and JAU-06 were sampled within 
Remediation Areas E and F (see Figure 7-27). Five pieces of pre-contact quartz debitage (Surface Finds 04 
through 07 and 12) were recovered from the tidal mudflat during the walkover survey. Auger Transect 
AUG-G traversed the open tidal flat within the areas of the surface finds (Figure 7-39). AUG-G soil profiles 
typically consisted of a dark gray (2.5Y 4/1) medium to coarse sand that overlay olive brown (2.5Y 4/3) 
medium to coarse sands to 66 cmbs (2.2 ftbs) before encountering refusal (Figure 7-37c). The homogenous 
nature of the sediments suggests they represent deflated basal outwash or riverine sands. 

JAU-06 (in Remediation Area E) and JAU-05 (in Remediation Area F) were placed within the salt marsh 
above the tidal flat. The JAU-06 soil profile contained a black (2.5Y 2.5/1) organics-rich silty sand peat 
deposit to 104 cmbs (3.4 ftbs). Dark olive brown (2.5Y 3/3) medium to coarse sand, similar to that observed 
on the tidal flat, underlay the peat (Figure 7-37d). 

JAU-05 was somewhat elevated relative to surrounding marsh areas. The JAU-05 soil profile was similar 
to that of JAU-06 and consisted of a black (2.5Y 2.5/1) silty sand and organic peat deposit to 16 cmbs (0.5 
ftbs). Soils below the surface marsh deposit consisted of sorted sandy deposits that may represent the 
horizonated soils of an intact soil column. These soils consisted of a possible buried A horizon of very dark 
gray (2.5Y 3/1) silty medium sand that overlay possible olive brown (2.5Y 4/3) medium sand B horizon 
subsoils. The possible B horizon was underlain by an apparent light olive brown (2.5Y 5/4) coarse sand and 
pebbles C horizon (Figure 7-37e). The soils from JAU-05 may represent an intact buried land surface 
unaffected by tidal erosion due to its somewhat higher elevation compared to other areas along the Acushnet 
River marsh zone. 
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Figure 7-39. 

No cultural materials were recovered from any of the auger test cores within Remediation Areas E and F. 
The pre-contact artifacts recovered from within this section of the tidal flat mostly likely derived from a 
deflated surface that lacks integrity. Intact soils may be present in the salt marsh within Remediation Area 
F. However, no cultural materials were recovered from JAU-05 or from any of the cores sampled by JMA 
during previous Stage IB archaeological testing. 

Comm Site (19-BR-554) 

The Comm Site occupies a raised area bordering the salt marsh that is partly within an open area vegetated 
with grass and brush and is partly wooded (Figure 7-40). A footpath runs along the boundary between the 
woods and open area fronting the salt marsh. The wooded area is dominated by oak trees with a dense 
understory of green briar and poison ivy. A stone wall runs across the site in an east–west direction 
approximately 5 m north of the 25-ft buffer boundary. 

The Phase II site examination began with a walkover and re-establishing the location of Phase I 
archaeological test pits using a submeter GPS unit. A N00E00 coordinate site datum was set up over JMA’s 
Stage IB test pit G025.004N. Twenty-one 50-x-50-cm test pits and two 1-x-1-m EUs (EU-01 and EU-02) 
were excavated along the 4-m coordinate grid oriented to magnetic north (Figure 7-41). Test pits continued 
north of the 25-ft buffer in an attempt to identify the northern boundary of the Comm Site. Six piston cores 
were collected on the south side of JMA’s Phase I auger tests, which yielded pre-contact materials. Piston 
coring attempted to refine the southern boundary of the site extending into the tidal marsh (see Figure 7-41). 

Soils varied by location in the test pits and EUs. Testing units closest to the edge of the marsh typically 
contained a thick organic layer (Ao) overlying a very dark brown (10YR 2/2) silty organics-rich hydric 
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Figure 7-40. 

topsoil (A horizon) and a light olive brown (2.5Y 5/4) medium to coarse sandy silt hydric B horizon (Figure 
7-42a). The tidally influenced water table was quite shallow in this area, which limited hand excavation. 
Soils within the higher wooded supratidal zone consisted of a very dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) silty 
fine to medium sand Apz underlain by a yellowish brown (10YR 5/6) silty fine to medium sand B1 horizon. 
The B1 horizon overlays a brownish yellow (10 YR 6/6) silty medium sand B2 horizon, which was underlain 
by a light yellowish brown (10YR 6/4) to yellowish brown (10YR 5/8) medium to coarse sand and gravel 
C horizon (see Figure 7-42d). Piston core soil profiles were similar to those in test pits excavated along the 
marsh edge. Piston core soil profiles typically consisted of a thick peat/organic mat (Ao) underlain by a very 
dark grayish brown (10YR 3/2) silty fine to medium sand hydric A horizon that was underlain by a light 
olive brown (2.5Y 5/4) silty fine to medium sand homogenous hydric B horizon. 

No cultural materials were recovered from piston cores sampled along the southern site edge/marsh zone 
(see Figure 7-41). A total of 59 pre-contact artifacts were recovered between 0 and 60 cmbs in Apz, and B1 

and B2 horizon soils from seven test pits and EU-02: 56 pieces of debitage, 1 quartz biface, 1 quartz core, 
and 1 argillite Brewerton projectile point (Table 7-7; Appendix A). Fifty-seven (97%) of the pre-contact 
artifacts were recovered from plow zone contexts; individual quartz flakes from the B1 and B2 horizons 
were the only subsoil finds. Post-contact artifacts (a ball clay pipestem, one glass bottle, one glass bottle 
neck, and two glass bottle bases) were recovered from Apz soils. Quahog and oyster shell fragments and 
late nineteenth- and twentieth-century cultural materials such as plastic, glass fragments, brick fragments, 
unidentified metal fragments, cigarette butts, pieces of slag/clinker, and aluminum foil were observed in 
the plow zone, noted on field forms, and discarded in the field. 

Quartz dominates the Phase II debitage assemblage at 93 percent, followed by argillite (5%) and 
rhyolite (2%) (Figure 7-43). The majority of the debitage is 3 cm or less in maximum dimension; some 
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Figure 7-41. 
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Table 7-7. Pre-Contact Artifacts by Material Type, 
Comm Site (19-BR-554), Phase II Site Examination. 

Object 
Material Type 

Total Argillite Quartz Rhyolite 

Biface 1 1 
Debitage 3 52 1 56 
Core 1 1 
Projectile Point 1 1 
Total 4 54 1 59 

intentionally left blank due to sensitive information 

Figure 7-43. 
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Figure 7-44. 
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quartz is 3–7 cm (1.2–2.8 in) (Figure 7-44). Dorsal cortex is limited to quartz and is present on more than 
10 percent of the flakes (Table 7-8). The sparse amounts of argillite and rhyolite and generally small size 
of these materials indicate late-stage chipped-stone tool manufacture and/or maintenance at the site. Larger 
sizes, the presence of a quartz core, and a comparatively high percentage of cortex in the quartz assemblage 
indicate primary reduction of cobble quartz and late-stage manufacture of quartz tools at the site. 

Table 7-8. Presence of Cortex on Debitage by Material 
Type, Comm Site (19-BR-554). 

Material Without 
Cortex 

With 
Cortex 

Total % With 
Cortex 

Argillite 3 0 3 0 
Quartz 46 6 52 12 
Rhyolite 1 0 1 0 

Total 50 6 56 11 

The Comm Site quartz biface fragment may have been broken during manufacture (Figure 7-45b). The 
argillite Brewerton projectile point bears evidence of edge wear and notching along one edge that suggest 
it was used as a knife (Figure 7-45c). 
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Figure 7-45. 

The lithic density contour map shows that most the materials are north of the 25-ft buffer (Figure 7-46). 
Their distribution is non-complex. The materials largely consist of quartz debitage concentrated in the area 
of EU-02 and test pits excavated to the north of EU-02. A low density of argillite was also present in this 
area, and an isolated deposit of rhyolite debitage was identified east of the main quartz concentration. Only 
the quartz biface, which was most likely broken during manufacture, was recovered from within the quartz 
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Figure 7-46. 
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Results of Fieldwork: Phase II Site Examinations of Osprey, Pear Island, Lacuyers, Lawson, 
Comm, and Dock Sites 

debitage concentration. The other two tools (the argillite Brewerton projectile point and a quartz core) were 
recovered from outside the artifact concentration area to the east. 

Dock Site (ACU.11) 

The Dock Site extends from the supratidal upland to the intertidal zone west of the property at 33 Beach 
Street. The 2003 (JMA) Stage IB archaeological investigations identified two stone structures or platforms 
and what were identified at that time as stone walls that extended across the supratidal and intertidal zones, 
a series of foundation and building stone in the supratidal zone, an artificial basin with an abundance of 
wood fragments, a stone bridge that crosses an unnamed drainage and associated road, and a low density 
of coal and bottle glass artifacts. The Phase II site examination field efforts consisted of a walkover survey 
to identify the locations of the previously recorded structures and features; mapping and photo-
documentation of the structures and features; and subsurface testing to determine the content, complexity, 
and boundaries of the site, if possible. 

Walkover and Mapping 

The Phase II fieldwork began with relocating the two stone structures or platforms (mapped and labeled as 
stone walls/pads in 2003 [Chadwick and Klein 2003: Figure 4-16]) and manually clearing grass and brush 
to map and photograph them (Figure 7-47). PAL relocated what is believes to be the 2003 stone structures 
or platforms on either side of a narrow east-west tributary stream of the Acushnet River at the east shoreline 
of the natural tidal marsh at this location. The stream at the east end of the marsh has been channelized and 
lined with dry-laid fieldstones (stone-lined culvert) with a narrow bridge for a north-south footpath crossing 
(see discussion below). 

In 2003 the stone structure along the east edge of the tidal marsh on the south side of the bridge and culvert 
was recorded as being approximately 67 m by 23 m (222 ft by 75 ft). In this same area PAL identified one 
intermittently visible, 38-m (125-ft) long linear course of rough fieldstones oriented roughly north–south 
with a slight bend to the northeast about 10 m (33 ft) south of the stone-lined culvert (Figures 7-48 and 7-
49). The short section of the wall closest (but not connecting) to the culvert stonework is about 8.5 m (28 
ft) long and oriented northeast–southwest. Two short sections of stonework adjoin the south end of the 
north-south wall: one 6-m (19-ft) section at a right angle (east-west) and one 4.5-m (15-ft) section at another 
right angle (north-south). The southern limit of the stonework appears to continue as a low berm to the 
south for a short distance (approximately 4.5 m [15 ft]). These wall sections roughly correspond to the wall 
orientations depicted for the stone wall/pad structure on the south side of the bridge and culvert in 2003, 
but do not match in scale [the JMA wall sections for this structure are about 55 percent larger than the actual 
measurements]. 

In 2003 the stone structure along the east edge of the tidal marsh on the north side of the bridge and culvert 
was recorded as being approximately 33 m by 40 m (108 ft by 131 ft). In this same area PAL identified a 
visible low berm and vegetation change with no stonework approximately 25 m (82 ft) long north-south at 
the edge of the marsh (see Figure 7-65). A stone wall was reported here in 2003 (Chadwick and Klein 2003: 
Figure 4-16). The east-west stonework mapped in 2003 was re-identified by PAL as being the northern 
east-west section of the stone-lined culvert where the stream drainage joins the marsh. Similar to the 
southern structure, the berm and wall sections roughly correspond to the wall orientations depicted in 2003, 
but the scale is off by at least 60 percent in both directions. 

Other site features to the east (outside) of the 25-ft buffer and recorded during the 2003 (JMA) Stage IB 
archaeological investigations were a stone-lined culvert and a bridge at the location of the narrow tidally-
influenced stream drainage of the Acushnet River and a concrete foundation (labeled stone pile foundations 

PAL Report No. 3075.03 141 



  

        

 

   

      

Chapter Seven 

intentionally left blank due to sensitive information 

Figure 7-47. 

142  PAL Report No. 3075.03 



             
 

        

  

   

   

      

      

Results of Fieldwork: Phase II Site Examinations of Osprey, Pear Island, Lacuyers, Lawson, 
Comm, and Dock Sites 

intentionally left blank due to sensitive information 

Figure 7-48. 

intentionally left blank due to sensitive information 

Figure 7-49. 
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Chapter Seven 

on the 2003 site map [Chadwick and Klein 2003: Figure 4-16]). The bridge consists of one or two stone 
slabs approximately 3.5 m (11.5 ft) wide over the approximately 1-m (3-ft)-wide stone-lined culvert that 
extends to the east toward Beech Street. The Stage IB survey described the bridge as being made of stone, 
but no further information was provided because of dense vegetation (Chadwick and Klein 2003:23). The 
western portion of the stone-lined culvert for the channelized portion of the tributary stream was depicted 
in 2003 between the marsh and the bridge, but the stone-lining was not described and the map scale is about 
30 percent smaller than the actual measurements. PAL interprets the culvert as possibly having two modern 
period functions: drainage from Beech Street into the salt marsh and as an outlet for overflow at extreme 
high tides in the natural creek channel (Figures 7-50 and 7-51). The concrete foundation, which appears to 
correspond to the 2003 mapped “stone pile foundations” area on the east side of the southern stone structure 
(Chadwick and Klein 2003: Figure 4-16), was investigated by PAL in 2004 and designated the Foundation 
Site (ACU.12) (Waller and Robinson 2004a). The foundation remains are approximately 3-x-3-m (10-x-
10-ft) and about 15 m (50 ft) east of the Dock Site (Figure 7-52). No Phase II testing was conducted at the 
stone-lined culvert, bridge, or Foundation Site, because they are east and outside the 25-ft buffer (see Figure 
7-65). 

The only other site feature reported in 2003 is an “artificial basin with an abundance of wood fragments” 
in the marsh west of the two stone structures and stone-lined culvert and bridge. The basin was described 
as approximately 0.68 acres in size and excavated into the glacial outwash deposits to depths exceeding 
350 cm below marsh surface on the basis of auger test units (ATUs) conducted during the Stage IB survey 
field investigations. The 2003 profile reconstructions of the auger test units in this area revealed what the 
JMA report authors interpreted to be a “humanly modified landscape” below the intertidal marsh (Chadwick 
and Klein 2003:23). The authors based this interpretation on “geomorphic principles related to fluvial 
systems that hold that it is atypical to have a nearly flat-bottom basin on an interfluve of two tributaries.” 
PAL conducted ground surface inspection of the marsh west of the stone features at this location and did 
not identify any visible evidence of human modification of the landscape other than several linear mosquito-
control ditches dating from the modern period. A review of late nineteenth through early twenty-first-
century (1888–2016) topographic maps and aerial imagery of the marsh area did not reveal any obvious 
indications of a basin feature or other depressions. PAL has examined the JMA profiles of the site provided 
in the 2003 Stage IA report, and suggest that they are not inconsistent with natural processes of tidal channel 
migration that could have occurred over the past several thousand years (Chadwick and Klein 2003: Figure 
4-17 cross section profiles). The 2003 report does not provide any details regarding the nature of the “wood 
fragments” noted in the ATUs, and they could simply reflect natural vegetation preserved in the wetland 
environment. 

Subsurface Testing 

Seven judgmental test pits (JTP-01 through JTP-07) were placed along the exterior and interior of the “wall” 
features and within the area between the walls and the 25-ft buffer to further investigate their internal 
configuration and complexity. JTP-01 and JTP-02 were placed along the interior and exterior of the 
southern wall section at its south end. JTP-01 contained black (10YR 2/1) medium sandy silt with gravel 
and stone fill to 27 cmbs. Below was a second fill deposit consisting of brown (10YR 4/3) silty medium– 
coarse sand mottled with black (10YR 2/1) organic silt with gravel to 60 cmbs, where the test pit terminated 
at the water table (Figure 7-53). JTP-02 contained black (10YR 2/1) fine sandy silt with organics marsh 
(hydric A horizon) to 100 cmbs. Some stones were noted in the upper soil strata to 33 cmbs (1.1 ftbs). 
Standing water in this test pit was present at 77 cmbs (2.5 ftbs) during low tide. 

JTP-03 through JTP-07 to the north along the interior side of the “wall” features contained thick grassy Ao 

(duff) over dark grayish brown (10YR 4/2) fine–medium sandy silt with gravel and some cobbles in a fill 
deposit. JTP-04 through JTP-07 terminated in this fill at 40–71 cmbs (1.3–2.3 ftbs) due to the water table 
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Interpretations and Recommendations 

archaeological sensitivity. Three of the laydown areas are also in areas of high archaeological sensitivity. 
National Register-eligible archaeological properties may be present in areas of moderate and high 
archaeological sensitivity. Systematic archaeological testing will be warranted in these areas if Project 
access roads, laydown areas, and site preparation activities will cause ground disturbance. 

Jacobs proposes to avoid ground disturbance within each of these areas by raising temporary access roads 
above the natural surface grade and by prohibiting tree stump removal. Six to 12 inches (15–30 cm) of 1½-
inch dense graded aggregate fill and/or composite or wood construction mats will be placed atop geotextile 
fabric to limit any impacts to intact ground surfaces in moderate and high sensitivity areas. Where clearing 
is necessary, vegetation will be cut flush to the ground with the remaining root systems left to degrade 
naturally. Such design measures, if appropriately implemented, will minimize effects to any archaeological 
resources in these areas. 

Construction and use of NBHSS access roads and laydown areas should have no effect on potentially 
National Register-eligible archaeological properties. PAL recommends that access road and laydown 
area installation proceed as currently planned. 

Phase I (Intensive) Archaeological Investigations – Harding I and Harding II Sites 

Phase I (intensive) survey of the Harding I Site (19-BR-560) did not recover any pre-contact Native 
American cultural materials. Close interval piston coring by PAL indicated the presence of stratified brown, 
very dark grayish brown, and light olive brown sands underlying a hydric A horizon to between 0 and 80 
cmbs along the east bank of the Acushnet River in the vicinity of the Harding I Site. Observed sands are 
interpreted as estuarine sediments deposited by fluvial and/or coastal processes sometime during the 
twentieth century. Sediments sampled by PAL at comparable depths to those containing the pre-contact 
artifacts previously recovered by JMA contained plastic fragments, indicating the deposits are of recent 
origin or have been disturbed. Accordingly, the quartz debitage recovered by JMA in auger test B131.003 
appears to represent a low density of lithic artifacts in a redeposited context. PAL recommends the 
Harding I Site as not eligible for listing in the National Register, and no additional archaeological 
investigations are recommended. 

Phase I survey of the Harding II Site (19-BR-561) did not produce any pre-contact Native American cultural 
materials. Supplemental Phase I piston coring indicated the presence of very dark brown, brown, and dark 
gray tidal mud flat sediments along the east bank of the Acushnet River in the vicinity of the Harding II 
Site. Observed sediments have been deflated and likely reworked by fluvial and/or coastal processes. 
Previous pre-contact artifact finds by JMA were collected from the exposed tidal flat, which lacks 
contextual integrity. PAL recommends the Harding II Site as not eligible for listing in the National 
Register and no additional archaeological investigations are recommended. 

Phase II Archaeological Site Examinations 

The Phase II fieldwork at the five pre-contact sites and the evaluation of each site were guided by the 
research questions presented in Chapter 2. PAL assessed each research question set developed for the Pre-
Contact Period archaeological resources within the NBHSS Project area based on the results of the Phase II 
archaeological site examinations summarized in Chapter 7. The evaluation of the Dock Site was based on 
site-specific archival research (Chapter 4) and the results of the Phase II archaeological site examination 
(Chapter 7). 
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Figure 8-1. 
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Chapter Eight 

indeterminate, but can reasonably be expected to be bounded by the edge of the supratidal upland with the 
salt marsh. Phase II archaeological testing at the Osprey Site yielded lithic debitage, a quartz biface, Atlantic 
and Orient Fishtail projectile points, and a quartz preform and exposed a Native American hearth feature. 
The integrity of the pre-contact materials is good; 96 percent were recovered from the Apz and 4 percent 
were recovered from B1 horizon soils. Despite plowing disturbance, a reliable degree of horizontal artifact 
patterning can be expected. In plow-disturbed soils, the greatest degree of artifact displacement occurs 
vertically with horizontal displacement occurring in the predominant direction of plowing (Lewarch and 
O’Brien 1981; Odell and Cowan 1987). The distribution of the pre-contact materials within the Phase II-
investigated area is not particularly complex, but does indicate two spatially separate activity episodes 
associated with the maintenance of argillite and rhyolite tools and early-stage manufacture of quartz tools. 

Collectively, the finds from the Osprey Site indicate it contains one or more seasonal camp occupations 
dating to the Transitional Archaic Period (ca. 3600–2500 B.P.). The cultural materials and feature at the 
site indicate activities associated with lithic reduction, hunting, and collection and processing of resources 
associated with the ancient freshwater or tidal marsh setting of the Acushnet River. 

The Transitional Archaic occupations of the site likely coincide with the first millennia of estuarine 
development along the Acushnet River, suggesting the site may yield important new information about the 
response of local communities to a significant ecological transition. The Osprey Site exhibits good integrity 
and has the potential to contribute new information about Transitional Archaic site selection, population 
movements, land use, and resource exploitation within the coastal or near-coastal zone of southeastern 
Massachusetts. 

PAL recommends the Osprey Site as eligible for listing in the National Register under Criteria A 
and D. The significant archaeological deposits within the APE are confined within the 25-ft buffer; 
PAL recommends that environmental remediation activities do not extend into the buffer to avoid 
impacts to the Osprey Site. If Project plans are revised to extend farther landward into the Osprey 
Site, then PAL recommends mitigating adverse effects to the site through the development and 
implementation of a Phase III archaeological data recovery program. 

Pear Island Site (19-BR-557) 

Documented pre-contact deposits from the Pear Island Site cover an approximately 607-sq m area. The 
Phase II archaeological investigations were conducted within an approximately 280-sq m portion of the site 
located within and east of the 25-ft sampling buffer of the remediation area (Figure 8-2). The pre-contact 
deposits are largely confined to level terrain along the western side of Pear Island. The island edge and/or 
steeply sloping terrain define the site boundaries to the west and south, and partly define the northern site 
margin. Stage IB test pits excavated by JMA that lack pre-contact material define the site boundaries to the 
north and east. 

Argillite, chert, granitic rock, quartz, quartzite, and rhyolite debitage and two untyped projectile points were 
recovered from six test pits and four EUs at the Pear Island Site during the Phase II site examination. The 
untyped stemmed point recovered from the site suggests the site may date to the Late Archaic Period (ca. 
5000–3000 B.P.). The integrity of the Phase II pre-contact assemblage is good. Pre-contact materials were 
recovered from Apz (51%) and intact B horizon subsoil contexts (49%). The horizontal distribution of the 
materials indicates that the densest site deposits lie outside the 25-ft buffer. Site deposits are not particularly 
complex, but suggest the presence of two activity episodes related to stone tool manufacture and 
maintenance. 

The Pear Island Site archaeological findings suggest one or more brief occupations during which the site’s 
occupants made stone tools, replenished their lithic tool kits, and hunted. Phase II archaeological testing 
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Figure 8-2. 
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Interpretations and Recommendations 

was mostly contained within the portion of the site that extends into the 25-ft bufferof the remediation area, 
and cultural deposits within this area are primarily associated with chipped-stone tool manufacture and the 
maintenance of hunting tool kits. Denser and more variable cultural deposits that may include 
archaeological features may extend to the east, outside the APE. 

The Pear Island Site archaeological deposits have the potential to contribute new information about lithic 
procurement and use in southeastern Massachusetts and the nature of small lithic sites and their role in pre-
contact estuarine and/or riverine adaptations along the Acushnet River. The full extent of the Pear Island 
Site has not been evaluated. 

The Pear Island Site is likely eligible for listing in the National Register under Criteria A and D, 
though only the margins of the site were evaluated during the Phase II survey. Phase II testing 
indicates archaeological deposits within the APE are limited to the 25-ft buffer that extends landward 
from the proposed soil remediation area. Cultural materials in the buffer appear to represent the 
southern and western margins of the site. The artifact densities increase near the level terrain 
forming the top of the Pear Island land form. Such topographic settings appear to have been specific 
focal points in Late Archaic through Late Woodland settlement patterns, suggesting that significant 
cultural deposits may be located atop the crest of Pear Island to the east of the APE. Based on the 
results of the Phase II survey, the proposed environmental remediation is unlikely to affect the site, 
which occupies a wooded upland elevated above the adjacent salt marsh. PAL recommends that 
environmental remediation be limited to the currently proposed remediation area, exclusive of the 
25-ft buffer. If Project plans are revised to extend farther landward into the combined Pear Island 
Site/25-ft buffer, then PAL recommends mitigating adverse impacts to the site through the 
development and implementation of a Phase III archaeological data recovery program. 

Lacuyers Site (19-BR-555) 

PAL’s Phase II site examination testing was evenly distributed throughout the approximately 162-sq m 
portion of the Lacuyers Site within the 25-ft buffer of the remediation area (Figure 8-3). Site boundaries to 
the north and east are defined by the presence of Stage IB test pits lacking pre-contact cultural material. 
The western boundary consists of the natural low marsh and supratidal upland border. JMA defined the 
boundary to the south on the basis of test pits with pre-contact material (Chadwick and Klein 2003: Figure 
4-12). 

Phase II archaeological testing at the Lacuyers Site (19-BR-555) produced lithic debitage, a quartz 
projectile point tip, Susquehanna Broad and Small Stemmed projectile points, a core, a biface, a uniface, 
and several pieces of FCR. The FCR suggests that fire-related features such as hearths and/or roasting 
platforms were used at the site and intact elements of such features may be located within the APE. The 
Lacuyers Site is currently interpreted as a multi-occupation campsite where stone tool manufacture, 
hunting, resource processing, and cooking were undertaken. The recovery of Susquehanna Broad and Small 
Stemmed projectile points indicates occupations dating to the Late Archaic Period (ca. 5000–3000 B.P.) 
and/or Transitional Archaic Period (ca. 3600–2500 B.P.). 

Artifact densities varied within the study area. Pre-contact cultural materials were most numerous in EU-07, 
EU-08, and EU-09, and comparatively scarce in EU-10. The distributions of lithic materials within the 
Lacuyers Site suggests the presence of two distinct concentrations at the north and south ends of the site. 
This patterning could indicate separate occupations and/or activity areas. Pre-contact cultural materials 
were recovered from intact stratigraphic contexts useful for archaeological interpretation. 

The Lacuyers Site has good integrity, contains a diverse range of lithic material types, and exhibits 
somewhat complex artifact patterning. As with the Osprey Site, the Lacuyers Site has the potential to yield 
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Figure 8-3. 
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Interpretations and Recommendations 

important new information concerning the response of local communities to the initial development of the 
Acushnet River estuary. Cultural deposits at the site also have the potential to contribute new information 
about Transitional Archaic Period (ca. 3600–2500 B.P.) site selection, population movements, land use, 
and resource exploitation within southeastern Massachusetts and along the Acushnet River/New Bedford 
Harbor estuary system. 

PAL recommends the Lacuyers Site as eligible for listing in the National Register under Criteria A 
and D. Archaeological deposits are contained within the 25-ft buffer that extends landward from the 
currently proposed remediation area. PAL recommends that soil disturbance be limited to the 
currently proposed remediation area, exclusive of the 25-ft buffer. If Project plans are revised to 
impact the Lacuyers Site, PAL recommends mitigating adverse impacts to the site through the 
development and implementation of a Phase III archaeological data recovery program. 

Lawson Site (19-BR-378) 

The Lawson Site encompasses an approximately 28,000-sq m area of shoreline along the eastern banks of 
the Acushnet River (Figures 8-4a and 8-4b). PAL’s Phase II site examination included systematic walkover 
survey of the entire site and subsurface testing within and/or adjacent to the proposed six remediation areas 
and associated 25-ft sampling buffer zones. The western boundary of the site is defined by the Acushnet 
River. Site boundaries to the north, south, and east are defined by documented finds of pre-contact materials 
and by Stage IB test pits and auger tests absent of pre-contact cultural material. 

An intended goal of JMA’s Pilot Study of the NBHSS was to assess the stratigraphy of the Lawson Site 
and to determine if contextually intact sediments and cultural materials were present within the intertidal 
zone of the Project APE (Kellogg and Klein 2001a:8). On the basis of the results of their testing, JMA 
interpreted excavated sediments as typical of eroded and reworked deposits (Kellogg and Klein 2001a:9) 
with suspect integrity (Chadwick and Klein 2003:30). JMA archaeologists suggested that the highest 
ground within the site had the greatest potential to contain intact archaeological deposits (Kellogg and Klein 
2001a:10). Supplemental geophysical marine archaeological survey from 2011 to 2015 supports JMA’s 
conclusions. 

No artifacts were recovered during Phase II subsurface testing at the Lawson Site (19-BR-378), but 14 pre-
contact Native American artifacts were recovered from the exposed tidal flat and adjacent marsh in 
redeposited, reworked, and/or deflated land surfaces that lack stratigraphic integrity. The integrity of the 
Lawson Site is generally poor. Most of the piston core soil profiles contained disturbed sediments that had 
been reworked, eroded, and/or deflated through tidal processes or had been disturbed by the more recent 
installation of submarine communications lines or metal sheet pilings. One auger test in Remediation 
Area F provided potential evidence of intact soils that could have supported pre-contact human occupation. 
No Native American artifacts were recovered from this vegetated marsh location during JMA’s previous 
Phase I (“Stage IB”) archaeological testing or PAL’s Phase II archaeological investigations of the NBHSS. 
PAL recommends the Lawson Site as not eligible for listing in the National Register, and no 
additional archaeological investigations are warranted. 

Comm Site (19-BR-554) 

Previous Stage IB archaeological investigations at the Comm Site documented pre-contact deposits within 
an approximately 280-sq m area (Chadwick and Klein 2003). PAL’s Phase II testing within the remediation 
zone, 25-ft buffer confirmatory sampling, and to the north of the sampling buffer of the remediation area 
demonstrated that archaeological deposits are contained within an approximately 570-sq m (1870 sq ft) area 
(Figure 8-5). Western, southern, and southeastern site boundaries are defined by sterile test pits and auger 
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Chapter Eight 

tests. The site’s northeastern boundary is defined by a steep hillslope. The site’s full boundary remains 
undefined and archaeological deposits may extend north beyond the APE. 

Phase II archaeological testing recovered a low to moderate density of lithic debitage, a biface, a core, and 
a Brewerton point within the 25-ft buffer. The integrity of the Comm Site deposits is good. Most of the pre-
contact cultural material was recovered from plowed soils (97%); the remaining material (3%) was 
recovered from intact B horizon subsoils. Site deposits are not complex; they consist of a single 
concentration of cultural material with sparse, scattered deposits at the edges of the site. The Comm Site is 
a low-density lithic scatter representing a short-duration campsite where chipped-stone tool manufacture or 
maintenance and perhaps limited resource processing occurred. The recovery of the Brewerton point 
indicates an occupation dating to the Late Archaic Period (ca. 5000–3000 B.P.). 

Further archaeological excavation within the portion of the Comm Site contained within the 25-ft buffer 
would likely result in a redundant sample of the low-density lithic scatter. The Phase II survey results 
suggest that such investigations are unlikely to provide substantive new information about the pre-contact 
use of the site. PAL recommends the portion of the Comm Site within the NBHSS buffer as not eligible 
for listing in the National Register; no additional archaeological investigations are warranted. 

Dock Site (ACU.11) 

Archival research and field investigations indicate that the marsh area of the Dock Site (ACU.11) was at 
the west (riverfront) boundary of a large (600-acre) late seventeenth- through mid-nineteenth-century 
farmstead that was turned into a primarily (120-acre) leisure estate and used as such in the second half of 
the nineteenth century until the dwellinghouse and outbuildings burned in 1897. The late seventeenth-
through mid-nineteenth-century farmstead was owned and occupied by the Hathaway-Kempton families of 
Fairhaven (later Acushnet), where the heads of household also were town selectmen. The farm buildings 
were situated east of the river close to South Main Street and were converted for use as a predominantly 
summer estate by Laura Keene in 1865, following the occupancy of Nathan Breed (and his daughter and 
son-in-law William Bradford), an American maritime painter who used a studio built out onto the river 
during the Breed ownership from 1855 to 1865. Historical accounts also mention bathhouses added near a 
beach on the river by Laura Keene and used for her guests from 1865 to 1873 on the 120-acre property that 
she named Riverside Lawn. 

The 1936 USGS topographic map depicts the likely knoll described at the Laura Keene bathhouses and 
beach and a north–south linear division between the uplands and marshes in and adjacent to the Dock Site 
(see Figure 4-6). Aerial imagery from 1961 and 1971 indicates the presence of faint linear demarcations in 
this same area that match closely to the locations of the visible stone and berm borders (called stone wall/pad 
structures in the 2003 Stage IB survey) at the Dock Site on both sides of the stone-lined culvert and bridge 
crossing. The documentary record indicates that the nineteenth-century studio, bathhouses, and beach 
would have been located to the north of the Dock Site on the wooded knoll and elevated terrace still present 
today (the location of the pre-contact Comm Site and the existing electrical substation). No visible remains 
of platforms, docks, pilings, or any other foundations for the documented nineteenth-century artist studio 
or bathhouses are visible along this section of shoreline or in the Dock Site area to the south, and any such 
evidence was likely removed by later owners and/or destroyed during early-to-mid-twentieth-century 
coastal storms. 

The archaeological site boundaries were originally defined as encompassing an approximately 760-sq m 
area from the supratidal (upland) to the intertidal zone between the Acushnet River and Beech Street. The 
Phase II site examination identified and mapped stone border and berm landscape features that are 
approximately 80 m (263 ft) long north–south and 5 m (16 ft) wide east–west following the marsh line, the 
stone-lined culvert that is approximately 30 m (98 ft) long east–west and 1 m (3 ft) wide north–south, and 
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Figure 8-4a. 
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Figure 8-4b. 
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Figure 8-5. 
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Interpretations and Recommendations 

the 3.5-m (11.5-ft) wide bridge stones, totaling about 460 sq m (1509 sq ft) (Figure 8-6). Of this area, about 
10 m (33 ft) of the stone border, 2 m (6.6 ft) of the berm border, and 20 m (66 ft) of the stone-lined culvert 
including the stone “bridge” crossing are outside the 25-ft sampling buffer for the NBHSS Project. 

The artifacts recovered in the relatively shallow (up to 70-cm [2.3-ft] deep) fill deposits over natural marsh 
sediments along the east side of the stone and berm border features are contained within this loosely defined 
archaeological site area. The artifacts include household bottle glass and ceramics (whiteware and 
ironstone) with manufacturing dates that extend back to the nineteenth century, suggesting that at least part 
of the fill soils may have been imported from the documented nearby nineteenth-century farm-estate 
property. However, the stone and berm border features and stone-line culvert and stone crossing do not 
appear to be nineteenth-century in origin given their surficial nature and location south of the documented 
nineteenth-century shoreline land uses and structures on the nearby knoll and terrace. The Dock Site’s 
marshy terrain appears more likely to have been manipulated and/or reconfigured in the twentieth century 
as part of shoreline stabilization measures and property management efforts by abutting landowners. 
Further, Pal does not interpret the soil profile of the marsh to the left of the structures as necessarily being 
evidence of human manipulation of the landscape related to the documented post-contact period farm-estate 
property. The soil profile depicted in 2003 could reasonable be the result of natural processes of tidal 
channel migration in this section of the Acushnet River drainage. 

Although the structural landscape features identified at the Dock Site (ACU.11) are documented to have 
been located at the western perimeter of a late seventeenth- through late nineteenth-century farm and leisure 
estate property near the Acushnet-Fairhaven town line, they most likely represent twentieth-century efforts 
to stabilize the shoreline. The filled marsh, artifacts, stone and berm border, and stone-lined culvert and 
crossing associated with the Dock Site have limited information content and complexity and low historical 
research value. PAL recommends the Dock Site (ACU.11) as not eligible for listing in the National 
Register, and no additional archaeological investigations are warranted. 
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